
\\lashington. 1)C 20510-0001 

Sul,jec~ Re Federal-Stateloint Board on [hivenal  Semice CC Docket 96-45 

IDear Senator Burr 

I h a w  senous concerns regarding the Federal Communications C o d s s i o n s '  (FCC) pasition to change the h i v e n a l  Service Fund (ITSF) 
C~IIIECLIOII method to .I monthiy flat fer Many of your constituents. including me, my friends, family and neighban, will be negatively impacted 
by thr unlair change pmpsed by the FCC. This is especially true fur the elderly and those on a fixed income. The high cost ofgas. and increased 
c o h t  lor food alreadymakes some have to choose between rating and other necessities1 

4 r  p u  'kww, C'S? is cumXly culle:ted m J r e v e w e  b.a\ir People who use more pay more into the system If the FCC changes that system to 
a flar ice. that means that someone who uses one thousdnd minutes n month of long distance. pays the same amount into the fund PS someone 
who uses zero minutes of long distance a month Constituents who use their limited ~ ~ S O U I C ~ S  wisely should not be penalized for doing so. 

A f l a t  fee iaxcould cause many low~oIumc long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users,  emo or citizens and low-income residential 
dnd rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on their bills. Shifting the funding burden ofthe USF kom 
high volume LO low-volume usen is iadical and unnecessaly In addition, Lt would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across 
A m m c a  
The tieep LlSF Fair Coalition. of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USFissue with monthly newsletters and up to date 
infimnation on their website. including links to FCC information. While I amaware that federal law does not require companies to recover, or 
'"pa\ along" these fees to theircustomers, the reality is that they do. As a consumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a 
numben taxed. my service will Cmt more And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials. the FCC has plans to change 
to A llat fee sysrem soon and without legislation. 

I w 1 1  continue to monitor developments on Ihr issue and continut to spread the word to my community. 1 request you pdSS along my concerns 
LLI the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could dlspmportionately affect those in your constituency. 

Thank you faryourcontlnued work and I look forward to hedring about your psit ionon this matter. 

S , l l C C r +  

Floyd tine 

cc K.C Chair Kevin Mnrtm. Congress 

. ... 



Paul Banto. 
75 James St , Naw Bedford, MQO2740-3532 

OEC - fovpbe$. yy 8:55 PM 

'Representative Barney Frank 
U.S. flouae of Keprwenlalivea 
2232 Aaybiirn flousaeQffieeBuilding 
Washington, 9C20515~0001 

Subpet: He: FedpPai-&ste Joint Board on Universal Service CCBockel96-45 

i ] O [ ~ ~ ~ , ~ :  1' ' j J  : :  l i f > ! ' ~ '  {':{/(;)>I;\, 

Wear Rnpresentative Frank: 

I have &trious eonee~na regarding Ihe Federal Communications Commissions' [FCQ position lo change the Universai Service Fund 
(USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents. ineluding me, my friends, family and neighbors, will be 
neyalivelg impacted by Ihe unfair change proposed by the fC% 

fls go" know, U&F is curPenliy collected on B revenue basis. People who use more pay more into lhe system. I! the F c c h a n g e s  thal 
system Ion flal fee. thal means that someone whc uses one thousand minutes  a month of long dlstane% pays the snme amount into the 
fond as someone who mea zero minutes of Ions dislanee B month. Cmatituenls who use their limited resoureea Widely should not be 
penalized for doing $0. 

Q Jial fee tax could cause many iow-volume long dislanee users, iike students, prepaid wireless user%, senior eitizens snd iow-ineome 
lysidsntial and rural eonsummsa, to give up their phon- due lo anaffordable monthly increases on their bills. &hifting the funding 
burden of the  USF from high voiume to low-volume UWPS ia radical and unneewsary. In addilion, it would have a highly detrimental 
effect on small businessam dl aerosa flmerica. 
The Keep US? fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed aboul the USP issue with monthly newsletters and up lo dale 
information on their website. Including links to FCC information, Whiip I ~m aware that federal law does not require companies lo 
rpeovar, or "pas8 along" these fees to !heir cu8tomers. the reaiity is thal they do. Qs a consumer I would like ensure I am charged 
fairly.  if Ihe FCCgoes to a numbers taxed, m y  aervice will coat mor*. e n d  according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FC% 
officials, the FCC has plans to change lo a flat fee syatem soon and without legislation 

1 wili conflnue to monitor developmenfa on lhe  maue and continue to spread the word lo m y  eommunily. I request you pass along m y  
concerns 10 the FCC on my behalf. letting :hem know how a fiat fee lax could disproportionately affeer lhose in your conslituefley. 

Thank ~ I O U  Jor your continued work and I look forward lo hearing abour your position on th is  matter 

6ineeroiy. 

Paul TI San10a 

c e  FCC Chair Kevin Martin, Gongreas 



)oh" Slankard 
6009 Meadow Brook nnve , Fort Srmth. AR 72916 

Dear I<cprcsent.ttive Boozmn.  

I have !.CnOUS concerns rrgdrding the Federal Communications Comnissions' (FCC) position to change the Universal Service Fund (IJSF) 
colkctmn method Lo a monthly flat fer. Many of your constituents, Including me. my friends. family and neighbors. will be negatively impacted 
by the u n h r c h m g e  proposed by the FCC. 

As y m  know, 1 TSF is cumntly collected on J revenue basis I'eaple who use more pay more into the system. If the FCC changes chat system to 
d tldt re<, that medm that someone who uses on? thousand minutes a month oflong dlstancr. pays the same amount into the fund as someone 
who UIC) zero minutes of long distance a month Constituents who use their limited  resource^ wisely should not be penalized for doing so 

A flat ire tax could cause m y  Ic)w-voIume long distance users, like students, prepaid wixless wen.  senior citizens and lowincome residential 
rnd r u d  consumem. to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on their bills Shifting the funding b u d e n  ofthe USF from 
hlp,h w l u n i e  t o  low-volume usen IS radical and unnecwraty In addittan, it would have a highly detmental  effect on s m l l  businesses a11 across 
America. 
i hc ~repI:SFTa,rCoalit ion,oiwhichl~mr member. keepsmeinformedabout the IISFissuewithmanthlynewslettenanduptodate 
infomrion  on their website, including links to FCC information While I am aware that federal law does not requirr companies to recover. or 
'pass along'' these iees t o  their customerS, the realicy is that they do As a consumer I would like emurr I am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to J 
numhrn taxed. my sewice will cost more And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change 
t u  a flat Iec system soon and without legislation 

I will mntinur to monitor developments on the issue and continue to  spread the word to my community I request you pass along my concerns 
to the FCC on my behdlf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could disproportionately affect those in your constituency. 

Thank you for your continued work and I look forward to hesfingabout your psitionon this mtter  

Sincerely. 

john Slanlulrd 

cc FCC Chair Kevin hlaxin. Congress 

, 'I.. 



Ann Kakalec r I i Q T  
\I , 

104 May Street, Clarksburg, WV 26301- L I  

December 1,2005 1 1 :5 1 AM 

Senator John Rockefeller 
U.S. Senate 
531 Hart Senate Office Building 
Washington, DC 20510-0001 

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45 

Dear Senator Rockefeller: 

I have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position to change the 
Universal Service Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents, including me, 
my friends. family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC. 

AS you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. If the 
FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long 
distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a month. 
Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so. 

A Hat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens 
and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on 
their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume to low-volume users is radical and 
unnecessary. In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across America. 
The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly 
newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC information. While I am aware that 
federal law does not require companies lo recover, or "pass along" these fees to their customers, the reality is that 
they do. As a consumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my service 
will cost more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to 
change to a flat fee system soon and without legislation. 

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my community. I request 
you pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know bow a flat fee tax could disproportionately 
affect those in your constituency. 

.Thank you for your continued work and I look forward to hearing about your position on this matter. 

Sincerely. 

.4nn Kakalec 

CC: 

FCC General Email Box 

.... ----..~ 



. . .  J L ,  
November 2.2005 7 08 I'M 

Sendtor Charles Schumer 
I :  s Sendie 
111 Hart Senate Office Building 
lVashingron. IIC 20510-0001 

Suhject Re Federd-state joint Board on Ilnivenal Service CC Ihcket 96-41 , ,  I r ; ~ , l [ : ! t \ ~ :  
, ,,, ', ! , !  

, I  , I  

IIear Sen.itor Schumel- 

I hare senous concerns regarding the Federal Communications C o m s s ~ o n s '  (FCC) position to change the Universal Service Fund (LTSF) 
rolleciionmethodto dmonthly flat fee. ~ ~ a n y o f y o u r c o n s t i t u e n t s , i n c l u d i n g m e . m y f ~ e n d s , f ~ ~ l y a n d  neighbors, wllllx negativelyimpacted 
hy the uniairchange proposed by the FCC 

As you know. USF is currenlly collected on a revenue baas Peopie who use mvrc p y  more i x a  the system I! the FCC changes that system to 
a flar tee. thai means thac Someone who uses onc rhousand ,minute9 a month ai long distance, p y s  the same amount into the fund as someone 
who uses zero minutes of long distance a monlh Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so. 

A flat lee tax could cause rnany IOIY-VOIU~~ long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless usen, senior citizens and lowincome residential 
and pura1 consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly ~ncreases on their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF h m  
high volumr to lowvolume usen is radical and unnecessary In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all ncmss 
America 
The Keep USFFairCualition,ofwhlchl amamember, keepsme informedabaut the 1lSFissuewithmonthlynewsletter~ andup todate 
miormatton on their website, including links to FCC infomutian While 1 am a w r e  that federal law does not require companies Co re'over, or 
"pasa along'' these fees to their cutomen,  the reality is that they do As a commer  I would like ensure I amcharged fdidy. If the FCC goes to a 
numbers taxed. my semce will cost more And according LO the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials. the FCC has plans to change 
LO 2 flat lee iyrtem soon and without legislatmn 

I w t l  cormme tolllonltordrvelopmentson rhe issue andconlrnue tospread the word tomy community. I request you pass slongmy concerns 
to the FCC on my hehalf, letting them know how a tlat fee tax could dispmportionately affect those in your constituency. 

Thank yilu for your continued work nnd I look h a r d  to hearing about  your position on thls matter 

Sincr,rIy 

Urun S Miller 

cc FCC Chair Kevin Martin, Congress 

-,.- ................ l_l__ 



Robert B. Cecil 
2208 Childress Road, Christiansburg. V A  24073-7254 '" OEC -' 3 30 November2.2005 346PM 

Senator Genrge Allen 
17s Sennte 
201 Russell Senate Office Building 
\k'ashington, DC 20510-0001 

Subject Re Federal-state joint Board on I h i v r i y a l  Sewice CC Docket 96-45 

1)e.w Srnator Allen 

rims concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position to change the IJniversal Senrice Fund (USF) 
col leit i i in method to a monthly flat h e  Many of your constituents, mcluding me, my friends, family and neighbors will be negatively impacted 
by the unfair change proposed by the FCC. 

As you know, I ISF is currently collected on a revenue hasis People who use more pay more into the system. If the FCC changes that system to 
a tlat Let., that mrans thdt someme who uses one thousand minutes a month of long distance, pays the same m o u n t  into the fund as someone 
who uses zero minutes of long distance a month Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so 

A flat ice tax could cause m n y  low-volume lung distance USCTI. like students. prepaid wireless usen, senior citizens and low-mcome residential 
and WTJI consumers. to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on their bills. Shifting the funding butden of the USF ham 
high volume to low-volume uscrs is ndical and unnecrrsav In addition, it would have a highly detrunental eifect on small businesses all across 
A r n U C i  
The Keep ITSF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the ITSF issue with monthly newslettee and up to date 
inIormation on their website. including links to FCC information. While I amaware that federal law does not require companies to recover, or 
'para along'' these fees to theircuatomers, the reality is that they do As a consumer I would like ensure I am charged k l y .  If the FCC goes to a 
numbers taxed. my semice will cost more. And according to the Coalltlon's recent meetings with cop FCC officials. the FCC has plans to change 
to A flat fee system soon and without legislation 

Iwlllcontinue tomonliordevelopmentson theissueandcontinue tospresd rheword tomycommunity. Irequestyoupnss alongmyconcerns 
to the FCC on my behalf, lettingthemknow how a flat fee taxcould disproportionately affect those inyourconstltuency. 

Thank you foryourcontmued work and 1 look forward to hednngabaut your positionon this m t t e r  

Sin'rmly. 

R o k n  B Cecil 2208 Chddress Road Christmnshurg, V A  24073 

i c  rCC Chair Kevin Martin, Congrers 



nancy watennm 

9860  carherine ave.. Muakegon, MI 49442  2885 OEC -5 P 3: 30 
November 3 , 2 0 0 5  6:12 P M  

Sennror (:ad Levm 
U.S. Senm 
269 Russell Senate Office Budding 
\Va\hmgton, D C  20510-0001 

S u h p :  l l c :  Federal-State J a m  Board an Unrversal Service C C  Docket 96-45 

Dear Scnattor Lemn: 

I hnrc serious concprm regarding the Federal Cominunications Commssions' (FCC) p a l t i o n  to change rhe Universal Service 
F L ~  (USF) collection rncthod to a monthly flat fce. Many of your constituents, including me, my friends, family and 
neighbors, w d  be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC. 

As you know, USF 1s currently collected on a mvenue b z s  People who USE more pay more into the system. 
changes rhat sysrcm LO a flat fee, that meam that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long distance, pays the 
m n c  amount into the (und as someone who uses zero minutes o f  long distance a month. Constituents who use their limited 
resourcfi wisely should not be penallzed for doing so. 

A flat &e tax could cause many low-volumc long distance users, llke students, prepaid w~reless users, senior citizens and low- 
income residential and mral consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffardahle monthly increases an their b&. Shifting 
rhe funding burden of the USF from hcgh volume to low-volume users 1s r a d d  and unnecersaty. In addition, it would have a 
highly dc t rhen ta l  effect on small businesses all across America. 
Thc Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which 1 am a member, keeps me mfomied about the USF issue with monthly newsletters and 
up to date information on their webszte, including links LO FCC information. While I am aware that federal law does not 
require companies io TCCUYEC, or "pass along" these fees CO their customers, the reality LS that they do. As a C O N U ~ C T  I would 
Ilk? en.wr~ I am chargrd fairly If the FCC goes to a numbers raxcd, my setvice wd cozt more. And according to the Coalition's 
recent meetings with top FCC officials, the  FCC has plam to change t o  a flat fee system 500n and without legislation. 

I w d  continue to monitor dcveluprncnts on the m u e  and continue LO spread the word to my community. I request you pass 
along my concerns t o  thr  K C  on my behalf, leiring them know how a flat fee tax could disproportionately affect those in your 
consrltucncy. 

T!~;nk y o u  l o r  . .rc~m ~cnr in twd work and I look fornard to hearing about your position an this matter. 

If the FCC 

S,nccrelp, 

cc: FCC C h a r  Kevin Manin, Congress PS I only hare local phone semce because I have :I very tighr budget. I already have to 
p y  exma to block my teenagers accepting collect calls. I work realy hard and and an increase would have a v e y  negative effect 
on me. Please consider the hard working people who are just t y i n g  to stay afloat. 

Slncrrrl", 

cc: 



63 Holly SI, WancheFter, NH 03102 

URS OEC -5 P 3: 31 November 3,2005 6.48 AM 

SenitorJrllid G,R&Q 
I1 s Senatr 
393 Russell Senate Office Building 
\\'ashingion, l)C 2Oil0-11001 

Subject Re Federal Stute joint Board on TTn~vcrsaI SenriceCC I k k r t  96-45 

Ilear senaror Grew 

I have seoous concerns q a r d i n g  the Federal Communications C i i d s s i o n s '  (FCC) position to change the lrnivemdl Service Fund (ITSF) 
collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents, including me, my friends. family and neighbors, wdl be negatively Impacted 
hy the unfair change proposed by the FCC 

AS p u  know. TTSF is currently collected on a revenue basis People who use mol? pay more into the system If the FCC changes that system to 
a flat fee. that means that someone who uses one thousmd minu;ca a mmrh of!ong di:!mce. pays the same amount into the fund as someone 
who uses zero rmnuter of long distance a month Constituenrs who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized fordoing so 

A tla! fee tanrouldcausr m n y  low-volume longdrstance users. likestudenw,prepaidwireless usen,seniorcitizens and lowincame residential 
and rural consumers, to give up thelr phones due to undfordable monthly increases on their bills. Shifting the funding burden ofthe USF horn 
high volume 10 low-volume users is radical and unnecessary. In addition, it would have a highly dettimental effeci on smll businesses a l l  across 
AmriicJ 
i ~ h e  Kecp 1;SFFair Coalition. of which I dm a member, keeps me informed shout the TlSF issue with monthly newsletters and up to date 
~ n l u w t i o n  on their website, including links to FCC information Whde I am aware that federal law does not require companies to recover, or 
'pas5 along" there fees to their customers, the reality is that they do. As 2 con~umer I would like emure I am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a 
number5 taxed, my sewicc w11 ccst more And according t o  the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC oflicials, the FCC has plans to change 
to2 Dat ieesyrtcmsoonandwithout legisldtion 

I will continue to monirurdevelapments on the i1suc and continue co spread the word to my cammuniry. I request you pass along my concerns 
to the FCC on my khalf ,  letting themknow how a flat fee tax could disproportionately affect those in your constituency. 

Thank you for your continued work und I look fonwrd m hrinng about your posltion on this matter 

slnccrcly 

Royce \\ithey 





Penny Archibeque 
12427 N. 147th Or., Surprise. Az 85379 2885DEC-5 P 3 32 

November 3.2005 6:08 PM 
Representative Trent Franks 
U.S. House of Representatives 
1237 longworth House Office Building 
Washington. OC 20515-0001 

Subject Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Oocket 96-45 

kar REpresentative Franks: 

I have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position to  change the Universal 
Service Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents. including me. my friends. family and 
neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC. 

As you know. USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. If the FCC 
changes that system to a flat fee. that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long distance, pays 
the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a month. Constituents who use their 
limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so. 

A flat fee tau could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens and 
low-income residential and rural consumers. to  give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on their bills. 
Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary. In addition. it 
wnuld have a highly detrimental effect on small husinesses all across America. 
The Keep USF Fair Coalition. of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly newsletters and 
up to date information on their website. including links to FCC information. While I am aware that federal law does not 
require companies to recover. or "pass along these fees to their customers, the reality is that they do. As a consumer I 
would like ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my service will cost more. And according to the 
Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials. the FCC has plans to change to a flat fee system soon and without 
legislation. 

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to  spread the word to my community. I request you pass 
along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know hnw a flat fee tax could disproportionately affect those in 
your constituency. 

Thank you fnr your continued work and I look forward to hearing about your position on this matter. 

Sincerely. Penny Archibeque I 



Mike Stoker 

I844 I.ATRD A\ENUE, SALT LAKE CITY, UT 84108-1800 1 OEC -5 p 3 31 
November IS, 2005 

Kcpresentative Jim Mathcson 
US. House of Kepresentatives 
1222 Longworth House Office Budding 
Wahington, DC 20515-0001 

Subjcct: lie: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service C C  Docket 96-45 

Ilsai R q - r ~ x ~ t a t ~ ~ , ~ c  Matlieson: 

I haw serious concetn? regarding the Federal Communications Commissmns' (FCC) position to change the 
Universal Service Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee. 
iny friends, famlly and neighbors, t v d  be negatidy impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC. 

As you know, USF ,s currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. If the 
FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month oflong 
distance, pays the same amonnt into the fund 
Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so. 

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citlzens 
and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on 
their bds.  Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume to low-volume users is radical and 
unnecrssaly. In addiaon. it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across Amenca. 
'The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly 
newsletters and up to dare information on their website, including I& to FCC information, While I am aware 
that federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along" these fees to their customers, the reality is 
that they do, As a consumer I would llke ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my service 
wd cost more. And according to the Coaltion's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to 
change to a flat  fee system soon and without legislation. 

I w d l  continue to monitor developments on the ssue and contmue to spread the word to my community. 1 request 
you pass along my concerns to the FCC , .  on my behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could disproportionately 
affect those in your constituency. 

Thank you for your continued work and I look forward to hearing about your position on this matter. 

Sincerely, 

Mike Stoker 

Many of your constituents, including me, 

someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a month. 

Cc: 1 :CX Chair Kevin Martin 



,>,\ 1 ,  , , I '  . , , I  :,' ( ; [ ) ! J ' !  ( ) : { l [ ~ l > i ; \ ~  Lynda Maldonado , d , , ( ~  
443 Ripka Street, Philadelphia, PA 

November 1,2005 1 1 :24 AM 

DEC - 5 2005 

/ 
i ' I  1 ORIGIN' 

Senator Rick Santorum 
U S  Senate 
5 1 1 Dirksen Senate Office Buildmg 
Washington, DC 20510-0001 

SUbJeCt 215 508 5416 

FCC - MAILROOM 

Dear Senator Santorum: 

I have serious concerns regarding FCC Chair Kevin Martin, Congress's (FCC) position to change the Universal Service 
Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents, including me, my friends, family and 
neighbors. will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC. 

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. If the 
FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long 
distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a month. 
Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so. 

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens 
and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on 
their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary. 
In addition, it  would have a highly detrimetital effect on small businesses all across America. 
The Keep USP Fair Coalition, of which 1 am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly 
newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC information. While I am aware that 
federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along" these fees to their customers, the reality is that they 
do. As a consumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my service will cost 
more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change to a flat 
fee system soon and without legislation. 

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my community. I request you 
pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could disproportionately affect 
those in your constituency. 

Thank you for your continued work and I look forward to hearing about your position on this matter. 

Sincerely, 

Lynda Maldonado 

cc: 
FCC Chair Kevin Martin, Congress 



Terry OB- 

26955 Q Rd , cedaredge, CO R1413 

November 4.2005 10 49 AM 

Sendtor hen.Salar.Ir 
1 1  s Senate 
702 Hart Senate Office Budding 
U'ahington. 1)C 20510-0001 

.Suliject Yo1 yuurpggy  bmk 

near Senator Salarar 

Yes, this letter is about the 1 ISF flat lee, to a degree. Rut at a higher level, i t s  about the appmach being taken in tuation. Each month. my local 
phone hill is S27 00 and ol that '69.56 15 taxes ($7.92 Federal) Just the Federal component is 29% of my bill!! And just what am I getting for 
that! How do you justib any tu at all! I pay federal income tax to cover the costs of operating the FCC That's all you're entitled t o  Over tme 
ihr iederal, state and Iocd agencies have '"nickel and dimed' their way on a gradual basis up to the paint that it now comprises 35.4% of my 
monthly bill And now you want to add on 'just a few pennles A month more'. NO1 This is not an endless piggy bank you can periodically just 

aware  ci-rry day of what's going on here and we are getling tmd of it 
go rakr a cuuplr morr paunca :rum FiISl, j U L i ~  ?<fry pcimy )-ria tzkc imw :%Til :hen. the an:,,.er is XO \A'.. the p p ! e  are kcormng more 

Smceirl>,, 


